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ER MI T me, Senden to lay WI you the Ge 
ing Papers, in which you are particularly concerned. 
They contain the ſimple, undiſguiſed Narrative of a fact, ſo 


extraordinary in itſelf, as to ſtand in need of a ſufficient evi- 


dence to ſupport the truth of it. To you therefore it is ſub- 


mitted, as ſo many inconteſtible vouchers to the public. Juſtice 
to your work, and the encouragers of it, has extorted, though 
with ſome reluctance, the preſent publication; which is done 
without your privity: for though a majority of you, out of 

ſuch conſiderations as will appear in this account, were fing 


ly. 
prevailed on to cancel the curious 00 2 7 it happens, un on oy 
ww 


. ably offenſive letter öf Sir T9 MER; yet | 
15 Were then, an are fill ame you, Who never agrerd toat, and .. 
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thereby to / their property. . Neither indeed were others i un. 
touched with a juſt ſenſibility thereof: nor was it Aibmitted” to 


and calling, had proved ineffectual. Further applications have 
been made ſince, to obtain leave for its reſtoration. Yet theſe 
have not only proved fruitleſs, but have been even treated with 


contempt. 'The principal author of the injury ſtill continues 
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at laſt, till all ſuch means to prevent it, as became their ſtation 
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inflexible and inexorable ; - and that too, notwithſtanding a 


ſufficient intimation given him of publiſhing it in ſuch a man- 


ner as would not be leſs diſagreeable to him than the firſt at- 
tempt. | 


Ir was thought, and for a long time believed, that ſince 


che ſubject of hs letter relates only to a mere point of profane 
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criticiſm, which paſſed many. years ago, it would be deemed - 
not worthy of ſo indignant a notice; but on the contrary would 
rather be {lighted by a Divine who had with the beſt judgment 
given this e of his Authorſhip to the winds *, and whoſe 


Theological merit is univerſally PINE 2 5 
luuly revered 1 


Your humble Servant, 


A PROPRIBTOR. 


. jap — W prefixed to the editions of Mr Pope's works, printed: 
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— Extraordinary Means that were uſed to Suppreſs 
Sir Thomas Hanmer's LETTER, &c. 


HE detriment done to the BrocRaynia BritAnNnica by 
the caſtration of Sir Thomas Hanmer's letter, diſcovering. 
the firſt riſe and occaſion of the quarrel betwixt Him 
and Mr Warburton, is univerſally acknowledged by all who 
have ſeen it; and ſeveral complaints having been made to me 
of the Proprietors of that work, for ſubmitting to ſuch an injury, in 
which imputation I found my ſelf Involved; I have thought it neceſſary, in 
my own vindication, as well as in juſtice to the reſt of the proprietors, to 
jay before the public a full and true account of the matter, 


Anour New-year's-day 176 t, the eoples of three original letters from 
Sir The, Hanmer to Dr Joſeph Smith, Provoſt of Queen's College In Oxford, 
were ſent to me, to be inſerted under that Provoit's article In the Biography, 

Being fenfible of the advantage accruing in general to the work by original 
lettefs of good import, not before printed, and of the recommendation ele 
would be to that memolr In partleular (0, 1 haſtened with them to the 


reſs, where I knew the laſt ſheet of that article had been ſome days In 


| hand, 1 found indeed the whole entirely ape 196 together with a part 
of the ſubſequent article, ſo that the Printer yielded, not without ſome re- 

luctance, to inſert them at the end of It, In a poſt or two after, the 
gentleman who communicated them informed me, that having, lince hg 
fone them to me, ſhewed the third in particular, concerning Mr Warburs 
ton's quarrel, to ſome friends, they were of _ that he would be 


greatly offended with It. I confeſs,” fays the gentleman, * that his 
| | | | % Lordhip's 


| "< 


een 5 
« Lordſhlp's temper is ſufficiently known] yet being poſſeſſed of the origl- 


bt « nals, Iam under no apprehenſion from ay conſequencerof hisdifpleaſure,” 
1 Coneluding, however, as he valued above all things that quiet which his for- 


| == tune enabled him to enjoy, he chole not to incur any hazard of being 
1 engaged in a broll, and therefore wiſhed the ſuppoſed offenſive letter might 
1 ' be withdrawn, But upon my anſwer that it was too late, and that I 


thought the Biſhop would not care to reſent It ſo much as was imagined, 
ſince his thoughts were now better employed upon ſubjects more ſuitable to 
his preſent dignity in the Church (a), the gentleman appeared to be ſatiſ- 
fied, and I heard nothing further from him about it, — 


Aids a multitude of reflections that aroſe from ſo unexpected an in- 
cident, I reſolved at length upon a method, which was apparently the moſt _ 
agreeable to my friend's mind, and was certainly moſt reſpectful to the 
Biſhop, whoſe reputation in the learned world was not —— to me, 
though an utter ſtranger to his perſon. I drew out a tranſeript of Sir 
Thomas's letter, and carried it to his Lordſhip under a cover, in which I 

aſſured him, that it ſhould not have paſſed through my hands to the preſs, 
had I obſerved any thing in it derogatory to his real merit, which I revered, 
Calling the next day for an anſwer, I was received in a civil manner; and 
though his Lordſhip broke out into a vehement ſpirit of indignation againſt 
the impertinence, as he tiled it, of my friend, yet as to myſelf he was ſo 
far from taking any thing amils, that as the letter appeared to him to be 
vndoubtedly genuine, he acknowledged the obligation of favouring him 
with a ſight of it before it was made public. And upon my aſſuring him, 
that if he thought himſelf injured by any miſtake or miſrepreſentation in 
it, ſo far as to make it proper for him to take notice of it in his own 
defence, I would take care to, inſert his anſwer in a ſubſequent part 
of the ſame volume, and refer to it in the general Index to the whole 
work; which, as the caſe ſtood, was all, I conceived, that could be done. 
He cloſed with this propoſal, and in a few days his anſwer was put, ac- 
cording to my direction, into the hands of one of his Bookſellers, 5 


Fedor this period, early as it was, commenced the craft of the menage. In 
the pet formance of his Lordſhip's promiſe to me it was thought ſufficient to 
ut his anſwer, without my privity, into the hands of a brother of the 
rade, Mr. Daniel Browne, who. being a member of the committee for 


.) The publication of his treatiſe On the Eucharif was then advertiſed in the news papers. 
5 : | | , | | the 
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the Blography, preſently ordered a meeting of them, to which I war alſo 
 fummoned, There it was that I firſt aw the Biſhop's anſwer, And ay 
thoſe gentlemen had for a long time entruſted me with the care of m 
own 2 the preſs without arry previous examination, ſo it was by this 


means that they had the firſt notice of Sir Thomas's letter, which however 
they now agreed, upon peruſing it, was penned in a very handſome = 
addreſs as to the manner, and with reſpect to the matter was a va | 
acquiſition to their work ; blaming me at the ſame time for my needleſs 
* in diſcovering it to the Biſhop, who might, as well as the reſt 
or t 

volume ſhould come out; and moreover that it was as needleſs, as m 
compliment, to tell me what a recommendation the ſurprize of ſuch a 
new diſcovery was to any work. | | 


of 


But in deliberating upon the Biſhop's anſwer, they all appeared to diſlike 
itz and as to myſelf, I could not forbear obſerving; that the futility of 
the matter, and the intemperance of the ſtile, were plain indications to me, 


that his Lordſhip was not able to give any good or ſufficient anſwer, and 


in that diſtreſs had run into a mere. cavil; to which the committee alſo: 


apparently inclining, broke up, in the mind to take no notice of it in the 


carrying away in my pocket, when Mr Browne to my great ſurprize haſtily 
interpoſing, made. a peremptory demand of it, alledging that it was put 


into his hands in truſt, upon a promiſe to return it to the perſon. that gave 


it him; and though he did not deny that it was intended for me by the 
Biſhop (6), yet obſerving the reſt of the committee to favour his demand, I 
ſubmitted, on the conſideration that I was then nothing more than a Writer 
in their pay; and contented myſelf with taking a minute of the anſwer for 
my own ſatisfaction, while it was frelh in my memory, at my return home. 


THERE calling to mind-that the committee in peruſing my letter to the 


Biſhop, which was delivered to them by the ſame hand with his Lordſhip's,. 


had differed unanimouſly from me in the opinion that Sir Thomas's letter 
contained notbing derogatory to bis Lordſbip's real merit, I began to ſutpe& 


that ſomething more had been written: upon the ſubject than had come to- 


Y From this forced confeſſion of ſuch a truſt, and what followed not long aſter, I have been 
ſometimes apt to think ſince, that the Bookſeller, in delivering the Biſbop's anlwer to Mr Browne, 
had hinted to him, in confidence, ſomewhat of his Lordſhip's mind to have Sir Thomas' letter can»- 
celled ; which however, whether true or no, I had not the leaſt ſuſpicion'of at this time. 
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Biography. Having the anſwer in my hand, I began to fold it up for. 
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e world, have been left to be ſurprized with the ſecret, when the 
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my knowledge, and ſetting about the inquiry, I ſoon met with matter 
| abundantly enough to open my eyes, in the preface to Mr. Warburton's 
edition of Shakeſpeare's plays | | 


Hers what firſt ſtruck me, Was the admirable ſkill which the Critic by 


profeſſion had ſhewn, in keeping the firſt vocaſion of his quarrel with 8 
Thomas very carefully out of ſight: all the rules and canons of his art 
required this menage; it would not bear to be ſhewn ſo much as in profile. 
However I reſolved not to defer doing him a piece of juſtice as ſoon as poſ 
ſible, and having occaſionally mentioned him on another ſubject, in the 
article of Sir Henry Spelman , then in hand, I; added theſe words. We 
& gladly alſo take this firſt opportunity of doing another piece of juſtice to 
ce this Biſhop, by declaring, that ſince the letter at the end of Dr Joſeph 
“ Smith's article was printed off, where it is ſaid, that his Lordſhip (on 
« Mr Warburton) ' was recommended [introduced] by the Bp of Saliſbury 


to Sir Tho. Hanmer, we have been ſhewy a paſſage in the preface to 


* his Lordſhip's edition of Shakeſpeare, where he aſſerts that Sir Thomas 
« was recommended to him as a poor critic; which if we had then known, 
«© ſhould have been inſerted as a marginal note to the aforeſaid letter of Sir 
«© Themas Hanmer, However, the difference between them may be eaſi- 
«ly adjuſted ;, we need only ſuppoſe: (what is highly probable) that the 
« ceremonial was conducted by the Biſhop of Saliſbury with ſuch a re 


4 ſpectful addreſs to both, that each might well enough look upon the 


« compliment to be made to himſelf.” 


Tris temark was plainly inſerted, under a full perſuaſion that Sir Tho- 


| mas's letter would not be diſturbed, but allowed to keep its place. Nor 
had I any ſufficient reaſon at that time to n Some months 


paſſed before I heard the leaſt hint of ſuch a deſign's being in agitation, 
and that at the inſtance of the Biſhop. The news, I confeſs, alarmed 
me not a little; and to know what truth there was in it, I repaired to his 
Lordfhip's bookſeller, as the likelieſt perſon I had any knowledge of, to 
reſolve me: and aſking him whether or no the Biſhop had ſo far changed 
his mind as to make an application for the purpoſe ? His anſwer was, that 
&« he would not ſay ſo much; but this he would aſſure me, that when the 
© promiſe to cancel it was told to the Biſhop, he expreſſed a particular ſatiſ- 


* faction. An anſwer made with ſuch a cautious reſerve, convinced me 


At the end of Remark lol, Vol. VI. p. 3380, | that 
| 885 a 


3 ISS: 
that his Lordſhip was indeed at the bottom of this _ and that it was 
his hand that guided and governed-all the motions of the machines which 
were to appear openly upon the ſtage, while he * the curtain. 
However, the impertinent preſumption of the requeſt, added to the re- 
proachful conſciouſneſs of tamely ſubmitting to execute ſuch a notorious act 
of injuſtice: upon their property, kept the committee from any actual com- 
pliance. The execution was deferred to the laſt moment. t 


As ſoon as the volume was finiſhed at the preſs, having a little leiſure, 
I ' went to Bath, for my health, in the beginning of July 17623 and 
leaving a commiſſion to purchaſe a ſmall part of Mr Browne's ſhare in 
the work, which was to be ſold after his death, by that purchaſe T 
returned home in September an actual arg wor) and ſhortly after 
— the new committee which had lately appointed, I found 
them ſo far from conſenting to expunge the unjuſtly eſteemed offenſive 
letter of Sir Thomas, that a propoſal was made to reprint the whole 
ſheet, with all its contents fo much cloſer, as would make room for 
inſerting the Biſhop's anſwer. For this 2 application was made 
to that proprietor, to whoſe hands the anſwer had been returned]; and the caſe 
requiring a ſpeedy diſpatch, I waited: myſelf upon that gentleman ; but I 
found him.under the greateſt confuſion imaginable from the committee's. 
letter, which had been delivered to him juſt before my coming: he declared 
not without ſome reſentment, that after the aſſurances he had received tohave 
Sir Thomas's letter expunged, he looked upon the Biſhop's anſwer to be 

ſuperſeded, and had taken no care to preſerve it. Acquainting the com- 
mittee with this diſappointment, I told them of the forementioned minute 
I had taken of his pane” anſwerz upon which they directed me to draw 
out the principal part of it, which it was conceived. their deſign would 
admit, and communicate it to the Biſhop, together with their propoſal, for 
his approbation and conſent. I ſent this by the penny-poſt in a letter 
directed to him at his houſe in Groſvenor- ſquare, But his Lordſhip not 
deigning to acknowledge to me the receipt of it either directly or indirectly, | 
I begun to reflect upon ſome things which had paſſed when I ſaw the laſh 


mentioned Proprietor, 5 


THAT gentleman telling me the Biſhop was deſirous to have the whole 
affair dropt, and not be revived, after lying ſo many years dormant, I could 
not forbear obſerving, that ſuch a defire implied a reſolution that his own 
_ cenſure of Sir Thomas, which were abroad in the world, ſhould ſick upon 

| B 5s his 
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his memory, and continue in the full poſſeſſion of their cregit, unimpeached 
by any proofs, how authentic ſoever, that could be produced to wipe off the 
ſtain (4): and this ſtain I found too had been ſtruck in almoſt as deep a dye as in 
the forementioned preface. The ſame gentleman alſo ſnewed me (what till then 
I had never ſeen) the edition of Sir Thomas's Shakeſpeare printed at London 
in 1745, 8vo, to which was prefixed the following remarkable advertiſe- 
ment by the bookſellers. © This edition is exactly copied from that lately 
«« printed in quarto at Oxford; but the Editor of that edition not having 
e thought fit to point out the alterations he has made from the former 
* copies, we were adviſed to mark thoſe paſſages in the text thus, and 
it place the diſcarded readings at the bottom of the Page, as alſo to point 
_ & out the emendations made by Mr Theobald, Mr Warburton, and Dr 
© 'Thirlby, in the edition, which are uſed by the Editor. The changes in 
te the diſpoſition of the lines for the _— of the metre are too numerous 
ce to be taken particular notice of. As to the other emendations and notes 
& of Mr Warburton, which are for the moſt part marked likewiſe in this 
e edition, we are only commiſſioned to ſay thus much, That he deſires 
© the public would ſuſpend their opinion of his conjectures, till they ſee 
« how they can be ſupported. For he holds it as ridiculous to alter the 
*© text of an author without reaſon aſſigned, as it was diſhonourable to 
te publiſh thoſe alterations without leave obtained. While he uſes this 
« indulgence for himſelf, if the public will give it too to the honourable 
« Editor, he will not complain; as having no objection why his too ſhould 
©. not keep the place they have uſur „until they are ſhewn to be ar- 
4 bitrary, groundleſs, miſtaken, and violating not only the ſenſe of the 
« author, but all the rules and canons of true criticiſm, Not that the 
et violation of theſe rules ought to be more objected. to the editor, than 
<« the violation of the rules of poetry to his author, as both apparently 
<: wrote without any.” | 1 eel! 


Tux idea of diſbonour had a very reliſhing haut-goũt upon our critic's 
palate ; he knew he could not faſten upon a more tender part, and there- 
fore reſolved not to let go his hold, without another exquiſitely delightful 
ſhake. Sir Thomas dying in 17 6, out came the next year Mr. Warburton's | 
edition of Shakeſpeare's plays With the forementioned preface, which, be- 


firſt ſtep uſually taken by a tyrannical uſurper, is to ſecure his unrighteous poſſeſſion 
3 by cottiog off all the rightful ciao of it: To compare their great things with 
ſmall, Did not this ſovereign Critic in the like view reſolve to ſecure that uarighteous poſſeſſion. 
which he had given to his fou] 1 of Sir Taomas, by cutting off all the rightful means that 
- might be employed to diſpoſſeſs them. 5 . PS 


wollh! ce © 


© Bat nothing will give the common reader a better idea o 


e 


| cauſs it contains all, upon the matter, that he thought fi to publiſh about 


his quarrel with Sic Hanmer, it will be neceffary, in juſtice to 

both, to draw it out here, long as it is, in its full proportion. 2 
ArTz giving an account of Mr Pope's edition, which cloſes with theſe 
us far Mr Pope, he on thus. © And although much 


© more was to be done before Shakeſpeare could be reſtored to himſelf 
&« (ſuch as the amending the corrupt text where the printed books afford 


ee no aſſiſtance; explaining his licentious phraſeology and obſcure alluſions; 


« and illuſtrating the beauties of his poetry) yet with great modeſty and 
« prudence the illuſtrious Editor left theſe to the Critic by profe ion. — 

der the value of 
© Mr Pope's edition, than the two attempts which have been ſince made 
ce oy Theobald and Sir Tho. Hanmer in oppoſition to it: who although 
tte they concerned themſelves only in the firſt of theſe three parts of criti- 
* ciſm, the reſtoring of the text (without any conception of the ſecond, or 


t even venturing to touch upon the third) yet ſucceeded ſo very ill in it, 


ti that they left their author in a worſe condition than they found him. But 
&« as it was my ill fortune to have ſome accidental connexions with theſe 


« gentlemen, it will be incumbent upon me to be a little more particular 
* concerning them. OE F 


« Tax one was recommended to me as/a poor man; the other as a 


C poor critic : and to each of them at different times I communicated a 


*< number of obſervations, which they managed as they ſaw fit to the 
« relief of their ſeveral diſtreſſes. As to Mr Theobald, who wanted mo- 
« ney, I allowed him to print thoſe I gave him for his own advantage ; 


< and he allowed himſelf in the liberty of taking one part for his own, 


te and ſequeſtering another for the benefit, as I ſuppoſed, of ſome future 
4 edition. But as to the Oxford Editor, who wanted nothing but what he 
e might very well be without, the reputation of a critic, I could not 
« {> eafily Forgive him for trafficking with my papers without my knowledge ; 
« and when that project failed, for employing a number of my conjectures 
« in bis edition, againſt my expreſs defire not to have that honour done 


% unto me.” Aﬀeer this, taking Mr Theobald into his cognizance again, 


whom he expoſes for want of genius, and repreſents as remarkable only 
for induſtry, and tranſcribing what others had done, he returns to Sir Tho. 


Hanmer, © How the Oxford Editor,” ſays he, © came to think himſelf 
qualified for this office, to which his whole courſe of life had been 


« ſo remote, is ſtill more difficult to conceive; for whatever parts he 
8 | might 
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% might have, either of genius or erudition, he was abſolutely ignorant of 
the art of criticiſm, as well as of the poetry of that time, and the language 
*« of the author; and ſo far from a thought of examining: the firſt editions, 
e that he even neglected to compare Mr Pope's, from which he printed 
* his own, with Mr Theobald's, whereby he loſt the advantage of many 
fine lines, which the other had recovered from the old quartos. Where 
* he truſts to his own ſagacity in what affects the ſenſe, his conjectures are 
generally abſurd and extravagant, and violating every rule of: criticiſm. 
Though in this rage of correcting, he was not | abſolutely deſtitute of 
« all art: For having a number of my conjectures before him, he took 
< as many of them as he ſaw fit to work upon, and by changing them to 
te ſomething he thought ſynonymous or ſimilar, he made them his own, and 
* ſo became a critic at a cheap expence: but how well he hath ſucceeded 
e in this, as likewiſe in the conjectures, which are properly his own, will 
< be ſeen in the courſe of my remarks. Though, as he has declined to 
te give the reaſons for his interpolations, he has not given me ſo fair a 
« Hold of him, as Mr Theobald has done, who was leſs cautious, But his 
&© principal object was to reform his author's numbers. And this, which 
&*& he hath done on every occaſion by the inſertion of omiſſions, and by a 
t ſet of harmleſs unconcerning expletives, makes up the groſs body of his 
* innocent corrections. And ſo in ſpite of that extreme negligence in 
&© numbers, which diſtinguiſhes the firſt dramatic writers, he hath tricked 
up the old Bard, from head to foot, in all the finical exactneſs of modern 
« meaſures and numbers. fv 


« For the reſt, all the corrections which theſe two Editors have made 

* on any reaſonable foundation, are here admitted into the text, and care- 
&© fully aſſigned to their reſpective Authors; a piece of juſtice which the 
* Oxford Editor never did, and which the other was not always ſcrupulous 
e jn obſerving to me. To conclude with them in a word. They ſepa- 
% rately poſſeſſed thoſe two qualities, which more than any other have 
& contributed to bring the art of criticiſm into diſrepute, dulneſs of ap- 
c prehenſion, and extravagance of conjecture. But notwithſtanding this 
profeſſed concluſion, he has not yet done with the odious Baronet. In anſwer 
to a ſuppoſed objection againſt himſelf of a Divine's applying his time and 
talents upon profane criticiſm, having cited the precedent of Dr. Kuſter ; 

« But I fly, continues he, to a higher example, much nearer home, and ſtill 

© more in point, the famous Univerſity of Oxford. This illuſtrious Body, 
« which bath long ſo juſtly held, and with ſuch equity diſpenſed, the honours 

« of the learned world, thought good letters ſo much. intereſted in _ 

ek rt a bs | « editions 
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editions of the beſt Engliſh Writers, that they very lately, in their pub- 
lic capacity, undertook one of. thoſe very Authors by ſubſcription ; and 
* if the Editor hath, not diſcharged his talk with ſuitable abilities for one ſo 
e much honoured: by them, this was not their fault, but his, who thruſt 
*. higaſelf; anja, the employmene..; ; ü 5520 b . 0 
Sir Thomas, as has been obſerved, was now dead, and our Critic wanted 
not to be told that the dead bite not. In this certainly no wonder that ſuch a 
tempered genius is ſeen indulging to exceſs. After fetching a by-blow 4d 
Fratrem in malo, Mr Theobald, pointed with a ſcornful air of forgiveneſs on 
account of his poverty, the unforgiven Miſcreant is taken out of his grave, 
brought again to the ſtake, and his crime proclaimed with freſh aggravations 
thus. © But I could not,“ ſays he, © fo eaſily forgive the Oxford Editor for 
* trafficking with my papers without my knowledge, and hen that project 
<« failed, for employing a number of my Conjectures in his edition, againſt 
**. my expreſs deſire not to have that honour done una me.” 


Tux charge of traficking with his papers, put me in mind of what 
had paſſed at the Committee for the Biography, while his Lordſhip's anſwer 
lay before them, where, in fayour of a remark in that anſwer, relating to 
Sir Thomas's diſintereſtedneſs, it was obſerved, that before Sir Thomas 
preſented his copy of Shakeſpeare to the univerſity of Oxford, he had 
offered to ſell it for a hundred pounds to Mr Tonſon, who declined the 
purchaſe. Mentioning this in converſation to that gentleman, he ſaid, the 
ſtory had ſome truth in it, but the fact was impertoctls related ; for that 
the money was not aſked by Sir Thomas for his own uſe, but for the ſer- 
vice of a neceflitous friend; and that he had not refuſed the offer on that 
account, but only becauſe Sir Thomas infiſted upon a pompous expenſive 
edition in quarto. Now, with theſe circumſtances, which had been 
unfairly omitted before, was there any thing mean or unworthy of a gen- 
tleman, as is inſinuated by a proje# of trafficking? The bungler in it might 
indeed appear ridiculous to the author of this Preface, who juſt before the 
writing of it had given an egregious proof of his maſterly {kill in the craft ſe). 


* 


(e) Having by this ſkill compleated a moſt advantageous bargain for the purchaſe of his copy of 
Shakeſpeare, he repaid the purchaſers with the following memorable compliment in the preface, 
where, after expatiating on the preference of his edition above all others, he proceeds thus: 
If from all theſe Shakeſpeare or good learning have received any advantage, and the public any 
«« benefit or entertainment, the thanks are due to the proprietors, who have been at the expence 
« of ory this edition: And I ſhould be unjuſt to ſeveral deſerving men of a reputable 
and uſeful profeſſion, if I did not on this occaſion acknowledge the fair dealing I have always. 

« found among them, and profeſs my ſenſe of the unjuſt prejudice which lies againſt them, _— 
ce | « they 


| „ 
Bor the poor Critic's more unpardonable crime, was to be found baſely 
dealing with his maſter's goods without his knowledge. A heavy charge ! 
Which therefore requires a proportionably ſtrong foundation to ſupport it, 
otherwiſe it muſt recoil upon the head of the accuſer, Here then he value 
of Sir Thomas's letter appears in its true importance, and diſcovers the 
abſolute neceſſity there was to have it ſuppreſſed at any rate, The whole 
tenor of that letter evinces that the writer had, at the time of writing it, 
not the leaſt doubt of his w_ poſſeſſed of a right to print his copy of 
Shakeſpeare, as improved with his own ſele& choice of Mr. Warburton's 
emendations, whenever he ſhould take it into his thoughts to do it; and I 
appeal to his maſter, whether this right was not afterwards expreſly aſſerted, 
and properly ſupported againſt the pretences of that maſter, here di/bv. 
nourably all 3 5 1 . 

As to the reſt of this Preface, where great ſtore of choice flowers is ſtrown 


with an unſparing hand upon Sir Thomas's criticiſms, had he been alive 
it is more than probable he never would have thought fit to trifle away, in 


taking notice of them, any part of that time which the Critic allows he 


knew how to employ much better. They could indeed give little or no diſ- 
turbance to a gentleman, who expreſly diſclaimed all pretence of aiming at 
any reputation by them in the charatter of a critic Ph 


How vxn, his cauſe was ſufficiently, though undeſignedly, revenged 
by another gentleman, who entered the liſts againſt the Maſter Critic ſome 
time after, and who — foiled him in his own profeſſion, merited, b 

that ſhametul overthrow, the honour of a —— upon the ſame bench with 
Sir Thomas in the Dunciad (g). Notwithſtanding this coup de grace, a 


late 


4 have been hitherto unable to re that ſecurity for their property, which too the reſt of 
© their fellow-citizens enjoy, A prejudice in part ariſing from the frequent piracies (as they are 
4% called) committed by members of their own body. But ſuch kind of members no body is 
% without4 and it would be hard if this ſhould be turned to the diſcredit of the honeſt part of 
©« the profeſſion, who ſuffer more from ſuch injuries than any other men, It hath in part too ariſen 
1 from the clamours of profligate ſcribblers, very ready for à piece of money to proſtitute their bad 
1 ſenſe for or againſt any cauſe profane or ſacred, or in any ſcandal public or private. This meeting 
« with little encouragement from men of account in the trade is o even in this enlightened age are 
4% not the very wor judges or rewarders of merit) apply themſelves to people of condition, and 

« ſupport their — by falſe complaints againſt the bookſellers.” 9 8 
| See the Letter hereto annexed. | | | 
2 In that „ book iv. where the Goddeſs of Dulneſs is repreſented diſperſing her honours 
among a of her ſuitors, occurs the following couplet, ' | 5 1 
Her children of more 7 % fort, 1 

| Who fu. Shakeſpeare at the Inns of Court. 

To this laſt ver. 567. is ſubj A note, in theſe terms: 11] would that Schaan diſcharge his | 
© ; 1 | | -. guty, 


| OS ay . n 
late writer, diſtinguiſhed alſo by the name Thomas, not having the feat 
of the ſovereign before his eyes, has dared, and (who can help it?) in 
the Gentleman Magazine too ſor this very year 1763, even beyond 
darings of his precurſor, at leaſt in one inſtance z where having expoſed. 
the Critic's Confidence in preſuming to amend a paſſage in Shakeſpeare's. 
Othello +, in two very curious words of diſtinguiſhed propriety and ele- 
| * gennce, 


*« duty, who ſhould neglect to honour thoſe whom Dulneſe has —— or ſuffer them to lie 
* forgotten, when their own modeſty would have left them nameleſs. Let us not therefore overlook 
4% the ſervices which have been done her cauſe by one Mr Thomas Edwards, à gentleman (as he is 
« pleaſed to call himſelf') of Lincoln's Inn, but in reality a gentleman only of the Dunciad 1 or, to 

F him better in the plain language of our honeſt anceltors, to ſuch mwyſbrooms, of rag of 

the laſt edition z who, nobly eluding the ſollieitude of his careful father, very early retained 
„ himſelf in the cauſe of Dulneſi againſt Shakeſpeare, and with the wit and learning of his anceſtor 
« Thomas Thimble in the Rehearſal, and with the air and politeneſs of Callas in the Tempeſt, hath 
„% now happily finiſhed the Dunce's progreſs in perſonal abuſe, | 

„% Lamentable is the diligence of theſe gent/emen o the Dunciad, e and his friends, - 
« who are all gentlemen, have clamoured much aga irth, in the words 


nſt us, for refleting on his 
« A gentleman of the laft edition ; which we hereby: declare concern not his birth, but his adoption» 
ot only, and mean no more, than that he is become a gentleman of the laſt edition of the Duneiad. 
« Since gentlemen then are become ſo captious, we think it proper to declare, that Mr. Thomas 
% Thimble, who is here ſaid to be Mr Thomas Hab, anceſtor, is only related to him by the Muſe's 
„ fide.—S$caxiB81i.8ruUs.” Pope's Works, vol. IV. edit. 1757. 8vo. 

— then ſurely is the caſe of this gentleman Scriblerus, who having given Mr Edwards a 
precedent for quitting his profeſſion of the Law, to which he was bred, found himſelf afterwards 
reduced to the dare neceſſity of accepting the office of Recorder to the Goddeſs of Dulneſs, ö 


+ It is entitled Critical Remark: on a paſſage in Othello. 
OTHELLO II. 8. 
x Which thing to do, | 
V. thin poor Traſb of Venice, whom I ds trace 
or his quick hunting, fland the putting on, 
TI have our Michael Caſſio on the hip, 
| Abuſe' him to the Moor, &c. ; . 
Our Critic reads the ſecond line thus — F this poor Brach of Venice, whom 1 do cheriſhꝰ 
Upon which Mr. Rew having ſhewn fed or number of authorities the Critic's ignorance, - 
in taking Brach for a low ſpecies of of the chace, and a term generally uſed in con- 
t, proceeds to take our Critic's ſecond emendation to taſk, 
| E then proceed to conſider this editor's ſecond emendation, by which all-this is loſt, 
and the true foundation of theſe metaphorical terms, in my conception of things, totally 
removed and annihilated, He has altered the words d trace, or do 1 as it is corruptly 
printed in the old quarto, into cheriſb; do cruſb is evidently nonſenſe, and is a groſs corruption 
of ſomething z of do trace, probably, the ſcribe not underſtanding that term, and not of che · 
riſb; for though this may ſeem an eaſy corruption from cruſb, it could not well ariſe from do 
cruſh, In ſaort, it appears to me from Mr Warburton's attempting an emendation here, and 
his having recourſe to the corrupt reading of the _ that he did not underſtand the. 
meaning of the word zrace in this place, n the printer or eee 


1 
4 


gance, he finiſhes with the following remark Aud I cannot but wiſh 


4 concluſſon, that our editors would bring u little more learning and a litthe " 
more knowledge with them, when on wndertake the.emending of our antient = 
<Þ authors, and would not attempt writing upon ſubjethi which f 


p . 


Sumite materiam veſtris, qui ſcribitis, quam 
Viribus; & verſate diu, quid ferre recuſent, 
Quid valeant humeri,— 


- Certainly, Mr Urban, ſome of the miftakes detected above are of a very 
groſs kind, and muſt bring an editor to ſhame. | | | 
— | HE i 

| {a E 5 Exp ow RO W. 
Words theſe laſt of the very ſame import with thoſe thrown in this ever- 
memorable preface againſt Sir Thomas Hanmer, „ 


Bor whether Mr Thomas Row ſhall be thought worthy of the ſame ho- 
nour with his two nameſake predeceſſors in ſome future edition of the 
Dunciad, muſt be left to the conſummate wiſdom and impartial juſtice of 
the Recarder, who bas lang Jo juſily held, and with ſo much equity diſpen- 
ſed, thoſe honours of the un-learned world. „ 


did. It is a term of hunting or field - ſport; to trace ſometimes ſignifies to fellow, as Hen. 

VIII. Act. iii. ſcene 2. | . N „ | | 
Now all joy trace the conjunction; | | 

and a dog or a man traces a hare; but to trace a dog, in thoſe ſports, is to put a trace, or 

pair of couples, upon him, and ſuch a dog is ſaid to be fraced. The ſenſe. then, of 

| whom I do trace 255 "pete. £ Fo 


| For his quick hunt) e | 
is this, Whom I do aſſociate to "oy the purpoſe of ruining Caſſio the ſooner. In the uſing 
of theſe traced dogs, they often took the trace into their hands, and ran along with the, 
dog, eſpecially the blood-hound, which is very apropos to this ſubje& ; for Dr Caius, 
{peaking of theſe hounds purſuing thieves, . as well as beaſts, ſays, © Iidem cum fures 
inſequuntur, non ea donantur libertate, qua cum feras, niſi in magnaceleritate fugientium 
«© furum, ſed loro retenti herum ducunt qua velit ille celeritate, five. pedes ſit, ſive eques.” 
Caitts, p. 496. who likewiſe, at p. 497. ſpeaks of another ſort of dog, beſides the blood - 
| hound, that was called Lorarius, a loro quo ducitur, in Engliſh the Lyemmer. 155 
Ix fine, Sir, were we to part with this word trace, we ſhould loſe in a manner all the beauty 
of this paiſage, whether we read traſb or brach before; and if the former, which after what 
has beet ſuld, methinks, we ought to do, we ſhould loſe even the very baſis and foundation 


of all the following metaphors ; inſomuch.that I am entirely for retaining it. 


Tun 


o 


5 5 * . © 
9 ; 17 ; 
is 4, 
3: 


Tun Reader will obſerve here, that theſ animidverſiont. ge leve 
only againſt, Mr Warburton, the Cite and Author; which part of his 


18 


character he has expreſely given leave te be mumbled. by ſuch p int iber? 


as myſelf, whenever it may be theught to ſerve our g occaſions: 


. this condition however, that hie Moral character be not 
violated %. I diſpute not his moral charact 


become more ſacred by his preſent dignity | 

be treated by me with all the reſpect and deference due to it. It is theres 
fore in regard to his authorſhip'only that his 8 diſhonour is returned 

upon him, yet not in the rude-words adopted by hi 


Thomas Hanmer ; non ut malum primæ claſfis turpiter inhoneftum; ſed ut ve- 
recundiæ indigna vidlatio;| et in en tantum genere contra bonos mores. | 


1 3 
1 60 
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| Tus much was thought neceſſary:to offer as a ſhrine to che Manes of « 
worthy Baronet, who had been cauſeleſly abuſed-while living, and his aſhes 
profanely violated after his death, It is time now ts return to that place in 


mſelf from Father Vale- 
rian, mentiris impudentiſſime On the contrary, the word di/honour is taken 
by me in the ſame ſenſe which I conceive it to be uſed by him againſt Sir 


my narrative, which led me to it; where I left the Biſhop diſdaining to take 


any notice of the reſpectful application made to him for leave to inſert the 


ſubſtance of his own. vindication againſt Sir Thomas Hanmer. But though I 


was deemed un worthy, as is there · ohſer ved, of an anſwer, yet I had ſoon ſuf- 
dient reaſon to know that the new Committee had been either tampered with 

-by his Lordſhip or his friends, or elſe that his dreadful ſpe&tre had appeared 
to them in their councils, and awed them into an obſequious compli- 
ance with his arbitrary will, to defiſt from their attempt, and drop their 


_ deſign, At a meeting called not many days after, in order to fix the 


time for publiſhing the volume, I found the offenfive ſheet had been with- 
drawn, and a new one. put into its place, printed ſo-much wider as was ne- 
ceſſary to fill the ſame ſpace, without Sir Thomas's letter. 111. 

1 Tux tamenels of ſubmitting at laſt to ſuch an unprov oxed invaſion of 
our property, and that too by an Author who watched with a dragon's eye, 


| (+) i an advertiſement prefixed to the edition of Mr Pope's works, publiſhed after his death, are 


theſe words: Of all our groſs Bœotian phalanx, who have written ſcurrilouſly againſt me, I kno:y 


not. ſo much as one whom a writer of reputation would not wiſh to have his enemy, or whom a 
* man-of honour would not be aſhamed to own for his friend. I am indeed but lightly converſant 


© in their works, and know little of the particulars of their defamation; To my authorſhip they 
© are welcome. But if any of them have been ſo abandoned to truth; as to attac my moral cha- 
* raQer in any inſtance whatſoever, to all and every one of theſe and their abettors I give the lie in- 
© form, and in the words of honeſt Father Valerian, Mentiris imprudentifime ', This giving the he 
in form, the expreſs words of a challenge, is ſo notoriouſly unbecoming the character of a cler 


yo 
man, who by his function is particularly excluded from giving or accepting ſuch a challenge, that 
im. 


L. cannot but think his Lordſhip now wiſhes the —_— not eſcaped h 4 
| | | | | an 


ju K — ow he — 1 — A —_ ths, 4-_ SH 


der 
erz. which I am ſenſible is ſince 
nity in the church, and which ſhall 
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and revenged with a dragon's teeth and claws the leaſt, even imaginary, 
treſpaſs upon his own, raiſed, I confeſs, my indignation. I proteſted againſt 
it for this reaſon, among others, That the volume muſt thereby unavoidably 
appear maimed and imperfe&, fince- the letter was exprefly mentioned and 
referred to in a ſubſequent article to that of Dr Joſeph Smith, before I had 
the leaſt apprehenſion of there being any deſign on foot to cancel it. The 
anſwer was, that THEY p1D NOT CARE To DISOBL1GE TE BIsHO or 
GLovCESTER : But if I ſhould think proper to reprint the caſtrated ſheet 
at my own expence, which it was not in their power to hinder, they did 
not look upon themelves under any obligation to interfere. © © 


. SxNDING, not long after the publication, for a few copies of my own 
ſhare 3 the ſight of the new ſheet kindled a new reſentment, The can- 
celled letter was allowed to be a valuable acquiſition, and had been 
cured-ſolely by me; the cancelling of it was conſequently, over and above 
the injury done to the work, a particular affront to myſelf. The ſmart of 
this conceived affront put me (as my evil genius would have it) upon flying 
to a forlorn hope, as @ dernier reſort, 1 had been aſſured that the ſheet 
was not deſt I reſolved therefore to make another eſſuy, deſperate 
as it was, for his Lordſhip's permifſion to replace it. But here I found my» 
ſetf miſerably miſtaken, His Lordſhip received me in a very rough man- 
ner; and I had not finiſhed the whole occafion of my viſit, when he 
cut me ſhort in a rage: Whoever, ſays he, — nee that iter, ] 
can take any advantage gain them, I will. 4/dip, anſwered I, is 
in @ pa//ion + and ſo we parted, in no very good humour on either (ide, 


So unexpected a menace ſunk deep into my mind, I ſaw in it both inſolence 
and ingratitude, I had, purely out of reſpect to his Lordſhip, communi- 
. cated Sir Thomas's letter to him, which other wiſe would have been pub- 
liſhed in print without his knowledge, and conſequently muſt have cut off 
all poſſibility of this menace +, I concluded that to ſuffer myſelf to be 
intimidated by it, would betray an unmanly 3 of pane z and it was 
theſe reflections that firſt prompted the deſign of publiſhing the letter myſelf. 


+ In muſing upon it, my imagination beeame diſturbed; and in that diſorder of my ſenſes, 

1 ſaw, or thought I ſaw, an image treacherouſly buſied in robbing me of that ſmall ſhare of 

reputation which accrued by the letter. There was ſilence, and preſently I heard a voice pro- 
nouncing this to be the moſt pernicious kind of thievery in thoſe memorable words of Shakeſpeare, 

Who fteals my purſe feals traſh, lis ſomething, nothing ; | 5 

| *Twas mine, tis his, and has been ſlave te thouſands ; 


But he that filches from me my good name, | * 
| Bobs me of that, which not enriches him, . 
And makes me Poor indeed. OrRETITO. 
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In this diſpoſition, having now drr bis -Lordſhip's temper, 
put the letter in the hands of a Counſellor at Law, well {killed in his pro 
fenen, for his opinion, what N 108 the Prelate had in his power to 
take againſt me in caſe I ſhould publiſh. it; after keeping it ſeveral days 
under deliberation, he returned it with an anſwer to this effect, that 
menace would certainly prove: to. be F for that the 
letter was far from being libellous in any ſenſe, e. 


However, being ſenſible of my own great demerits, and how obnoxlou. | 
T was on account of ſome former miſcarriages in my paſt life, to his Lord 

_ ſhip's vengeful pen, if he ſhould again kindle Into & rage, I reſolved to do 
all that lay in my power to difarm him, by confeſſing my poverty and my 
guilt; in which View I addreffed myſelf to him in the following letter. 


oO LOR. IE ST OO ES COD 
.  Youn Lordſhip is engaged in matters of ſo much greater importance 
than any thing can be which relates to my particular concerns, that 
« nothing but the uneaſineſs I feel at the apprehenſions of lying under 
« your diſpleaſure could have moved me to offer this „ In hopes 
« of removing le. me At 


& Ire not mention what has Med between us ors tenut, and Mall 
« only aſſure you that when T brought you about two ms ago a copy of 
« Sir Thomas Hanmer's letter, which otherwiſe would have been publiſhed 
6 without your knowledge, any complaints you had made public of him 
te werg utterly unknown to me, I was at that time a hired ſervant to write 
© for the Biographia Britannica: but after ſerving a ten years apprentice- 
« ſhip, as I may ſay, thereto, I became à proprietor laſt ſummer by the 
« purchaſe of a ſmall ſhare in itz which was done with a deſign to make 
the beſt reſtitution I could for the great + agen done to the Univerſity of 

« Cambridge, and ſome colleges there, beſides other private perſons, The 
« ſtory is too black in itſelf, and too grievous for me to relate. My Lord of 
% Briſtol, to whom I am not unknown, and who was then a Felloow of 
ane of the injured ſocieties, can inform you of the particulars; and I 
% am not anxious to have any thing concealed, The ſhame attendin 
it may be a means of bettering my repentance, which is the greate 
4 work I have to do. 1 | | ; 


L 


„ HzAE your Lordſhip ſees the reaſon of my warm oppoſition to the 
% expunging of Sir Thomas Hanmer's letter: the value of my purpoſed 
66 hs muſt ſink with the value of the book, and the more as it muſt 

41 | 1 oY | „ ferred 
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*« unavoidably appear by this ben to TROP fince the letter is re- 
ferted to in a Jubſequent paft of the volume; Which was done long be- 
« fore I knew of any deſign there was to ſtrike it out,” On the contrary; 
the letter I ſent to your Lordſhip at Prior Park, about Michaelmas lat 
> © was wrote by the direction of the Committee; which ſhews that the 
deſign then was to reprint.the ſheet with Sir Thomas Hanmer's letter 
«a little cloſer, ſo as to'make room for the ſubſtance of 'your Lordſhip's 
« anſwer to it. What reception my letter met with was never commu- 
- © nicated to me. But finding at a general meeting of all the Proprietors 
« ſoon- after, that it was reſolved to publiſh the volume without either 
Sir Thomas Hanmer's. letter or your Lordſhip's anſwer, I entered my 
<< proteſt in writing againſt it. And though I afterwards conſented to the 
& publication, yet it was upon this condition, that the cancelled ſheet 
* ſhould be deſtroyed; which I have not been able to procure, It is. 
6 ſtill kept in reſerve; and I need not tell you, what may poſſibly be 
the conſequence of ſuch. reſerve, or hoy liable it is to be invalidated by 
„ ſuch ways, as may not be leſs dilagreeable to your Lordſhip than that. 
_« Tyvs, my Lord, I have drawn up my apology in as few words as: 
<« could, in hopes that it may thereby obtain a favourable peruſal. But 
% whatever. fate it ſhall meet with, I promiſe to kiſs the do a full re- 
„ ſolution to make uſe of it for the cortecting of that warmth of temper, 
« to which J am naturally, as well as your Lordſhip, too much ſubjeR. , 


„Iv nothing more to add, but that I heartily with you all poſſible: 
* ſaccefs in your worthy labours for the ſervice of Religion; and am. 


Mr Lo 
len Tour Lordſhip's 
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. JJ . 
3 & January 21, 1763. . humble Servan 1 Gs wh 
« From my Lod ngs at Mr Lamkee's R's h : | 5 5 | ; | 
, jy woe Pup ape ag arr N „ PRHILI Niekols, (ot 
nne *A poor penitent thief,” 


- Turns addreſs was treated with the ſame contemptuous ſilence as the for- 
mer; neither indeed had I room to hope for any better. Yet my deſign 
to publiſh Sir Thomas's offen/ive letter remained ſtill in embryo for ſeveral 

months after, nor was I fixed in it till Midſummer ;'and that by the fol- 


'owing unexpected incident, | 
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i, It was about i ſeaſon of the year when the ene commun 
cated the letter, havirig pürchaſed ſome copies of the imperfe@ volume, ei | 
to me where 1 was, * one of the proprietors ſhops, and loudly complained 
of the affront put upon his _— and the injury done by the caſtration 
to the jedi Joſeph Smith, in ſuppreſſing a conſpicuous teſtimony 
of reſpect aß dete Ran to him by a gentleman of ſo much diſtin- 
guiſhed worth and Honour a5 was Sir Thomas Hanmet, I affared him, that 
I was entirely in the ſame ſentiment, and had teſtified it by entering a pro- 
teſt in form Againſt the injuriqus caſtration, And taking him aſide to a more 
convenient. place; I acquainted him with my defign. He was well-pleaſed 
with it; ad aſſuring me of ſuch affiſtance as 5 [ants give, had my ab- 


| ſolute. promiſe to put i it ia execution. eb 


oh 1480 obtained a Gght of the 4 of all ws of Sir Thomas's $ let- 
ters; which enabling me to ſupply ſome omiſſions in the firſt printed co- 
Pies, 1 ſoon after ſet about the performatice of m my proces and had made 
ome progreſs in it, when taking into my hands, for mere amuſement only, 
the Gendleman's Magazine for November 1762, I obſerved in the contents 
a paper intitled The Natural Hiſtory of Hanmer ; and turning to it, I found 
this rematk among others, where the author, ſpeaking of Sir Thomas, has - 
theſe words.” ** This Sir Thomas Hanmer pu — an edition of Shake- 

8 (41 (pear, 40 which Mr Pope alludes, when lays, 25 


The white-glov'd Knight retir'd with decent rage, Zi 
„ Withdrew his hand, and closd the pompous page. 
ee Three hundred Id cap't youths in order walt, oy 

e lug the pon 'rous volume off in ſtate. 


The "foerer poiſon conveyed: in de , white gloves” had eluded my beſt 
conjectures, when it was firft, in fome meaſure, diſcovered, to me by the 
ingenious and honourable. Thomas Hervey,” Eſq; (i) This ; yg gen- 
tleman burſting into a rage, like that of his brother in warmth, Mr War- 
burton, and upon the like diſhorioarable treſpaſs upon his property, as diſ- 
 honourably de. too upon the Baronet, picked up. with laudable in- 
duſtry all the dirty ſcandal he eould any where find againſt him, and very 


judieiouſly ſeleRted this curious 7 8 of the white gloves, to give a proper 


point to another of the like manufacture. The Rory is mirthfull told, and 
Fre OY up in' een t as the Re. un ee 


Meer tees o tagt u „ dt: ou asi dag as 


0 Aa Abi the dovovids Thomas Hane) to Sir Thomas 5 3 7 
| | 118 
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Thomas from. his lad lady (4),. finely Wer with an ambiguous e. 
| purport which was, Nu knew ] am t de anly womengh my clreumſtances wwho Ras, 
. d have behaved to you as have dune This n proceeds the „ 
Wl Ex yes was by other animadverters.0n/itthoughtequal tg; ite ana- 

« flrmi I who, was determined not to,proceed.upon yy preg ve 8 
miſes, Wine e, with my, importunacy (thou RR 


(4) Sir Thouia was twice * 4; kirk to the IN Mir helr of 


- 


„ and widow of Hen e of Grafton whoſe death Haar aan | . 
ma lag with the davghtet and hi of Wr Polit of St, Edmondury fy is Suſtolk;; "The be 
ourable Mr,Heevey, hav u ady, t | 
to the reverſion of a e date Walls Barton It will hoe de ths — LA gre him en- 
tioned, to draw out an extract of the egucer's aan to ma Wen n aboat 40 fell the 0 
timber oo that eſtate, | | 
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' autre e Ae e little uſe to mo to muleply-my villes, 1 1 b 

0 7. & Nes this trouble At your pretended quarrel to me 70 unded.on 
M a fg wife, I am proud of it: having done hathing towards you, but What any may 
the ſtricteſt de might have done nothing töwarde her, but What every gene * and ene. 
een man ought to — dong 1 and you know, av (he had-ſenſe and (pitit nough 12 — 10 5 
dad, you ought to thank heaven, that ſhe e. to way dela ne th 

© of by rial. 1 waked en n Sir, to aſk a memory J wer you, not 
* mankind You are the laſtperſon to whom 4 a Rees . 5 War 
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« orders. into Wales, to cut down all he ou upon the. DON Lhave th 
© the execution whereof Neof | hoped ped to reſpite, b ee a ou, bs have bee = 
* more becoming you as a * te have offersd me of k. Nevortholeſt, 1 4 
* deſirous to putchaſe the e. ; Lorient ae, ; 
* To this Sir Thomar's anſwer was) Ae n Frein anale 2090 1 nd 
| in "mf LI 8 l Ct if * 1d 710 ts v3 4 
TH « I little thou he 1 ſhould be laid . 18 bergen e 14 
* of declining yg correſpondence with you, gooey T im ing p90 ſible "hou — | 


_ © ſeek either, To hear that called a demand of jufice which you 500 m. ethe ſub oof + 
© js another ſurprine to m6; for I think I have the common right of all mankind, to diſpoſe 


I oa rare 1" 8 


owhz Which ri rr 
SHES 
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babe n 10 roofs t, Netten bas 


een Beens 
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© © Docember 18, 1741, c | 
Mr Hervey's Letter, p. 2, 3, 4- Thi atten 17 1 0 e TY 
The reader will pot want u feſcue pin of 0 er att 
Mats Hortey and Warburwn's th ts dihonour 16 by , rably ſuggeſted dy _ 
N of 1 1 equaltiy afſerred by him in both. The 


es, der int of time ls ſomewhat | ck "_ 
; bears * 1 and his gecount of 09 
which letter was occaſioned 


e . — by kia e t ; 
tof ot to, mention a 


ror 19 De Sn that ob e 18, N ne 
pen to the publication of the work by is being to take a er oe Red 4. 
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© "for it, ue 
* And ſhe ſe j as. roy hy 1100 An a of ke wr of. i oy 
wooden of her 


TT OAT 6 Met ine Ghidd by ** 
pon Fake 


« child. Vet I old not help recurring to R 

WE ther queſts Rions,in sede hg L c 

_ ethoug 

e wn Wha ſaid I, did he never attempt to confum mate? Did he never 
to Pin the matrimonial BAU N TU hic ſhe averred to me, 

N not certify you was A were called upon for _ 

an atteſtation. © That you once made 2 little feint towards Join 

. perſons on, the wedding night, and the next morning be 

on * 1 50 . wu "Long thine took no * notice 

oh er than if rgotten her ſex: wore probably, r, 

« did = take a pa wir of Ne egloney * to bed with you, you never 2 Karr 
wainted with, do not wonder - at your afſerting your. natura! 

© fights + wht fo auch warrat, {tft you have c ow to Cf 


Arran all; if he Bart, was ever honouted with the lte of the White-gloved 
"2 by Me Pope, Tam willing to believe jt muſt be in, ſome ſpurious edi- 
don drk ty Dunciad, er at leaſt way not ſuffered to A ht place there long. 
200 {canflal' was 700 dirty, in itſelf, and too weak! rted, for 2 
Bp ope or e ro reli ink web The Calama 

Was 


well obſerved,” Would atable enwrapt in. the veil of ihe . 


decent Koight ; a cover den yr naturally cs 1 en to "tk 
it uß, in order to ſee the white phe concealed under it. 


00 4s dan, the” ſhafts of theſe ty ach v wit wefe l. 

Inſt Sir Tce rd a 8 dere 
t d the . fs variety of colours e to blaton bim in that cha 
8 for a Dunce. 11 in the firſt quarto edition of the fourth book. 


| lent to inſert i oſe two lines oye without any comment, 


; 40 | ii 
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11 eee * 


% reſerence to your own letter to me. 


Me Ben's Lowe . . e e ee e wn 1 ths . Beto aw % a) 
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- of that celebrated pdetn, | publiſhed by Mr Pope in 1742, it was e 


"inade' Her "bluſh" poor w. . logs Fares . 
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©} and k is plealant enough, to. 


: [ 24 | ] 
The decent Knight retir'd with ſober rage, 


* "ng! 6 


* Withdtew his hand, and cles d the pompous page. 
But in the edition printed likewiſe in quarto the next) year, the Pecent 


Knight is explained in the comment thus : An eminent, perſon,” who was 
* about to publiſh a very pompous edition of a great author at bis cn 
« expence.” . Theſe laſtfwords are printed in an Italic letter, as being of 


dubious authority at beſt,-and which indeed proved not to be ſtrictiy true ch). 
In this edition are dent ſeen four lines filled only Wich aſteriſms, and with- 
out any comment, In another edition the ſame yenr n, An alteration 
was made in the ſecond line FAR... „/n od bib I hieb ed Ane! 
Tdh decent Knight retr'd with fober agg; 1 +l) e, 
; % What! no reſpect,“ he cry d, „ for Shakeſpeare's page? 


To theſe were added, e en 
But happy for him, as the times went then, 
Appear'd Apollo's May'r and Aldermen, _ _, 

- On whom three hundred gold-capt o 

To lug the pond'rovs volume off in ſta tee. 

To which is ſubjoined the following comment : „V. 114, &c. Shake- 
6: ſpeare's page.] An Edition of that author, with his text arbitrarily 
+ altered throughout, Was at this time printing at the univerſity-preſs, 
by the encouragement of the Vice- chancellor and certain Heads of 


* 


« Houſes; who ſubleribed for three hundred, to be taken off by the Gentle- 


«© men Commoners.” In another edition printed in,1752, 8vo. this re- 
mark was again altered for the following: Theſe four lines were prin- 
« ted in a ſeparate leaf by Mr Pope, in the laſt edition which he himſelf 

«© gave of the Dunciad, with directions to the printer to put this leaf into 
* this place, as ſoon as T. H.'s Shakeſpeare ſhould, be publiſhed.” —— , 


Sue were the dire effesof Sir Thomas Hanmer's unfortunate connexion 
with Mr Warburtön. The malevolent ſpirit, we ſee, ſpared not to ſcatter hi 
nauſeous ſlaver over the Univerſity. However, (if I may borrow the proverb) 
to give the devil his due, this reflection upon that learned body is not altogether 
the unmerited affront which had been put upon the author of it, by 
flattering him into the acceptance of an unmeaning compliment in the 


profligate, nor even entirely without an excuſe, W retaliation for 
the 


offer of the degree of D, D. the grace for which was afterwards carried in 


the negative, | 


fu) It was printed at the expetice of the Univerity. 8. nat | . 
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Bur for a further account of this notorious affront, I refer to Mr Pope's 
article in Biographia Britannica, Vol. V. p. 3414. Remark'[EE], And 
ſhall conclude with repeating a declaration already made; That whatever 
is here ſaid is ſaid, only to Mr Warburton the critic and author, and not to 
the Right Reverend William Lord Biſhop of Glouceſter, which character 
has — ſhall always be held ſacred by me. And it is with the moſt fin- 
cere regard to the dignity of ir, that I preſume humbly to recommend to his 
Lordſhip's ſerious application the leſſon couched in the words of Reuchlin, 
commonly called Capnio, which is ſet, with the ſame delign, at the head 
of this paper; 5 NL 


POSTSCRIPT TO THR BISHOP or GLOUCESTER. 


H E freedoms I have here taken with your Lordſhip, as they are not 
-- unnatural fruits ſpringing from the ſenſe of an unmerited injury, fo 
neither, how tart ſoever they appear, are they knowingly embittered with 
any tincture of virulence. It is allowed by the writers upon morality, 
that reſentment is by no means incompatible with good-will; and I can 
ſay it with a ſafe conſcience, that I bear your Lordſhip not the leaſt ill- will 
at all. I need not obſerve that a choleric temper is not naturally inclined 
to harbour malice; and we are not eaſily brought to believe, that ſuch of 
our countrymen as are framed like us in choler, are framed much unlike 

us in an eaſy reconcilement. [ES Wl - 
Your Lordſhip has too much good ſenſe to conſtrue this obſervation into 
a deſigned apology. I am far from having any thought of that tendency, 
The whole of the delign is an inſtruction to thoſe who ſhall think it 
worth while to look into this paper, that care be taken to ſet it in that 
point of light for which it was drawn; and then I am not aware that it 
can fairly be warped into any reproachful inconſiſtency with that petition 
in my daily prayers compoſed by the pious Mr Nelſon, = 
© O thou Lover of Souls, let thy love raiſe in me a compaſſionate zeal 
« to ſave the life, the eternal life of ſouls, and by fraternal, affectionate, 
and ſeaſonable advice or exhortation, of reproof, to reclaim the wicked, 
« to Win them to love thee,” 5 LN 3 
: | EE. | tie 
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Sir Thomas Hanmer's LzTTEzR. 


Sir Thomas Hanmer having acquainted Dr, Smith, Provoſt of Queen's 
College, Oxford, with his purpoſe to preſent his copy of Shakeſpeare's 
plays to that univerſity, was informed ſome time after, by the Provoſt, of 
a report raiſed in diſparagement of his kindneſs by the friends of Mr (now 
Dr) Warburton (Biſhop of Glouceſter); who it was ſaid intended to 
publiſh an edition of the ſame plays, with many very curious notes and 
| + 09-7 xs This news occaſioned the following letter, addreſſed to the 

rovoſt. 5 | | WD 


Milden hall, near Newmarket, Suffolk, 
October 28, 1742. 
Dear Sir, | © op OP | 

1 Have much doubted with myſelf whether it were proper for me to re- 
turn an anſwer to the favour of your letter, till after hearing again from 
you or Dr Shippen. There ſeem to ariſe ſome difficulties with reſpect to 
the deſign of printing a new edition of Shakeſpeare, and I beg it ay be 
laid aſide, if you are not fully ſatisfied that ſome advantage may ariſe from 
it to the univerſity; for I have no end in view to myſelf to make me defire 
it, I am ſatisfied there is no edition coming or likely to come from War- 
burton, but it is a report raiſed to ſerve ſome little purpoſe or other, of 
which I ſee there are many on foot. I have reaſon to know that gen- 
tleman is very angry with: me, for a cauſe of which I think I have no- 
reaſon to be aſhamed, or he to be proud. My acquaintance with him be- 
gan upon an application from himſelf; and at his requeſt the preſent B ſhop 
of Saliſbury * introduced him to me for this purpoſe only, as was then de- 
clared, that as he had many obſervations upon Shakeſpeare then lying by: | 
him, over and above thoſe printed in-Theobald's book, he much deſired to 
communicate them to me, that I might judge whether any of them were 
worthy to be added to thoſe emendations, which he underſtood I had long 
been making upon that author. I received his offer with all the civility I 
could; upon which a long correſpondence began by letters, in which he 
explained his ſenſe upon many paſſages, which ſometimes I thought juſt, 
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Pr Sherlock; 


bor 


1 | 
but moſtly wild and out of the way. Afterwards he made a journey hither 
on purpoſe to ſee my books; he ſtaid about a week with me, and had the 
inſpection of them; and all this while I had no ſuſpicion of any other de- 
ſign, in all the pains he took, but to perfect a correct text in Shakeſpeare, 

of which he ſeemed very fond. But not long after, the views of intereſt 
began to ſhew themſelves, ſeveral hints were dropt of the advantage he 
might receive from publiſhing the work thus correQted ; but as I had no 
thoughts at all of making it public, ſo I was more averſe to yield to it in 
ſuch a manner as was likely to produce a paltry edition, by making it the 
means only of getting a greater ſum of money by it, Upon this de flew 
into a great rage, and there is an end of the ſtory ; with which I have thought 
it beſt to make you acquainted, that as you mention the working of his friends, 
you may judge the better of what you ſee and hear ſrom them, and may 
make what uſe you pleaſe of the truth of facts, which I have now laid be- 
fore you. 3550 | | 

As to my own particular, I have no aim to purſue in this affair : I pro- 

ofe neither honour, reward, or thanks, and ſhould be very well pleaſed 
to have the books continue upon their ſhelf, in my own private cloſet, If 
it is thought they may be of uſe or pleaſure to the public, I am willing to 

art with them out of my hands, and to add, for the honour of Shakeſpeare, 
ome decorations and embelliſhments at my own expence, It will be an un- 
expected pleaſure to me, if they can be made in any degree profitable to the 
univerſity, to which I ſhall always retain a gratitude, a regard, and reve- 
rence z but that I may end as I began, I beg the, favour of you, if upon 
more mature conſideration among yourſelves, you ſee reaſon to diſcourage 
you from, proceeding in this affair, that you will give it over, and not look 
upon yourlelyes to be the more obliged to proſecute it from any ſteps already 


taken with, 
1 5 | S I R, 


Your moſt humble 
and obedient ſervant, 
Tao, HAN MER. 


Several days after this edition of Sit Thomas's letter, with the account 
of ſuppreſſing it, had been put to the preſs, there was publiſhed the fol- 
lowing paper in the St. James's Chronicle for November 1. 3 


Having in a former paper (Ns. 411.) given our readers Sir Thomas Han- 
mers letter to Dr. Smith, relating to the riſe of the quarrel betue n him 


| : 1 " 
and the Biſhop of Glouceſter, juſtice requires we ſhould alſe lay before them 
the learned Prelate's anſwer, as it was intended to have been publiſhed in 
the cancelled ſheet of the Biography. along with the other, | | 


IR Thomas Hanmer's letter from Milden-hall to Oxford, Oct. 28, 
1742, is one continued falſehood from beginning to end. 55 


It is falſe that my acquaintance with, him began upon an application 
from me to him. It began on an application of the preſent * Biſhop of 
London to me, in behalf of Sir Thomas Hanmer, and, as I underſtood, 
at Sir Thomas Hanmer's defire. The thing ſpeaks itſelf. It was publicly 
known that I had written notes on Shakeſpeare, 'becauſe part of them were 
printed; few people knew that Sir Thomas Hanmer had: I certainly did 
not know; nor indeed, whether he was living or dead, 


The fal ſehood is ſtill viler becauſe it ſculks only under an inſinuation 
that I made a journey to him to Milden- hall, without an invitation, whereas 
it was at his earneſt and repeated requeſt, as appears by his letters, which I 
have ſtill by me. e VF 


It is falſe that the views of intereſt began to ſhew themſelves in me to 
this diſinter eſted Gentleman. My reſentment of Sir Thomas's ill behaviour 
began on the following occaſion : A bookſeller in London, - of 'the beſt re- 
putation, had wrote me word, that Sir T. Hanmer had been with him, 
to propoſe his printing an edition of Shakeſpeare on the following condi- 
tions: Of its being pompouſly printed with cuts (as it afterwards was at 
Oxford) at the expence of the faid bookſeller, who, beſides, ſhould pay 
one hunered Guineas, or ſome ſuch ſum, to a friend of his (Sir T. 
HFanmer's) who had tranſcribed the Gloſſary for him. But the bookſeller 
underſtanding that he made uſe of many of my notes, and that I knew 
nothing of the project, thought fit to ſend me this account; on which I 
wrote to Sir Th. Hanmer, upbraiding him with his behaviour, and 
demanding out of his hands all the letters I had written to him on that ſub- 
ject, which he unwillingly complied with, after cavilling about the right of 
property in thoſe letters, for which he had (he ſaid) paid the poſtage. 
When the bookſeller would not deal with him on theſe terms, he applied 
to the Univerſity of Oxford, and was at the expence of his purſe in pro- 
curing cuts for his edition ; and at the expence of his reputation in — | 


ng Dr Sherlock. ; 1 
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ing a number of my emendations on the text, without my knowledge or 

conſent : And this behaviour was what occaſioned Mr. Pope's perpetuating 
the memory of the Oxford edition of Shakeſpeare in the Dunciad. 
This is a true and exact account of the whole affair, which I never 
thought worth while afterwards wo comple of, but tothe Biſhop of Lon- 

don, at whoſe defire I lent Sir Thomas Hanmer my affiſtance ; nor ſhould 
ever have revived it, but for the Publication of this ſcandalous letter, ſent 
from Oxford to this Philip Nichols, to'be inſerted in the Biographia Britannica. 


This paper preſents us with as complete a piece of author-craft as, I 
am bold to ſay, has been produced in this our age, It is truly the crown 
and key-ſtgne of that arch which was ſo long a turning by the crafty me- 
nage employed in ſuppreſſing Sir Thomas Hanmer's letter. £5; 


The introduction aſſerts, that the Biſhop's anſwer, as here printed, was 
intended to have been publiſhed in the cancelled ſheet of Biography with 
the other. It is true, as is related in my Account, Ge. hereto prefixed, 
that there was originally an intention of publiſhing his Lordſhip's anſwer 
in the form it was then given; but this intention, for a very good rea- 
ſon, as will preſently appear, was quickly: laid aſide, and never after- 
wards reſumed; and the anſwer declared not to be preſerved. 


- The declaration at the head compared with the date at the foot of thi 
paper, ſpeaks it to be a true copy of that firſt anſwer, and the ſame with 
it; and ſo indeed it is, in that ſenſe whereby a ſhip upon the eſtabliſh- 
ment of the navy is ſaid to be the ſame as long as the old hull remains, 
though the maſts and rigging be made of new ſtuff. 5 

The original anſwer was committed to the truſt of a bookſeller, fipon 
his promiſe to return it. This craft ſerved the menage of ſuppreſſing it 

afterwards, the convenience whereof is diſcovered in this paper; where the 
cenſured intemperance of the ſtile in the original, though till ſufficiently . 
cenſurable, js remarkably moderated, by ſtriking out that peculiarly in- 
flaming monoſyllable' (too familiar to his Lordſhip's mouth): which by the 
received laws of honour admits of no pardon. . | 


The futility of the matter obſerved: in the original, as it lay before the 
Committee for the Biography, ſtill ſtands conſpicuous enough, and not 
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the leſs ſo, in my apprehenſion, by the intolerablè pains taken to invigo- 
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The little important point of preference challenged by the Biſhop in the 
Critic's introduction to the Baronet's acquaintance, has been already men- 
tioned in my Account, &c. and a conjecture offered to reconcile the differ- 
ent claims to it. In confirmation whereof, it will not be amiſs to obſerve, 
78 #4 that the acquaintance evidently appears to have been wiſhed for on both 
_ | ſides, and was indeed defirable on the Critic's fide for the honour of it, and 
_ by the Baronet for its uſe. But it would be an affront to Dr Sherlock's 
good ſenſe to ſuppoſe him, in the introduction of them to an acquaintance, DANG. 
giving a perſon, then of no conſiderable note, the preference to a gentle- | 
man of rank and quality, whoſe worth and merit had alſo been publicly 
atteſted by the higheſt mark of diſtintion #, _ - 


But the futility of the matter in his Lordſhip's anſwer, is yet more ſtrik- 
ing in the ſuperfluous induſtry employed to prove a point which could never 
| be queſtioned, that the journey to Milden-hall was not undertaken without 
an invitation; which not being expreſly mentioned in Sir Thomas's letter, is 
aggravated in the original anſwer, with the imputation of being unfairly 
omitted. Could it be ever imagined that his Lordſhip, in the ſtation he then 
was, ſhould have the aſſurance to take ſo long a journey on purpoſe to thruſt  _ -- 
himſelf upon the Baronet uninvited ? Surely the contrary is evident from 4 
the nature of things; and an expreſs mention of it in the letter was the more 
needleſs, as it was clearly ſignified by the kindneſs with which the traveller 
was received at Milden hall” and for ſome time entertained there. 


Moſt remarkable is the craft in evading any explicit denial of the ſeveral 
hints, ſaid by Sir Thomas to be dropt at Milden-hall, of the Critic's de- 
| — ſign to publiſh an edition of Shakeſpeare with emendations. If is falſe, 
* «lf _ ſays his Lordſhip in this paper, that the views of intereſt began to ſhew 
Fit themſelves to this diſintereſted gentleman an aſſertion far enough from being By 
; | —_ ﬀ 
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Sir Thomas was elected for the town of Flint, and the borough of Thetford in the laſt parlia - 

ment of King William. On the acceſſion of Queen Anne, he was choſen Knight of the Shire for 

the county of Flint : and in the 7th year of her Majeſty's reign was choſen one of the Knights for 

the county of Suffolk, for which county he ſerved the remainder of that reign z and in tbe /af 

parliament of it was unanimouſly choſen Speaker of the Houſe of Commous, where he had alſo a ſeat for 

the ſame county in both the parliaments of King George I. Sir Thomas alſo, beſides rebuilding 

his chancel at the church of Hanmer, erected a neat alms-houſe, and handſomely endowed it for the 

maintenance of four perſons at Milden, Baronettage of England, Vol. I. p. 415, 416. g 
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inconſiſtent with an unintere/ied deſign to publiſh fuchgn edition. And as 

to the reſentment ſaid to be ſhewn at Sir Thomas's inſinuation of a deſign 
to publiſh, a paltry edition for the Jake of Tucre,. that reſentment, was de- 
clared by me to be juſt, when his Lordſhip's anſwer lay before the Com- 
mittee of the Biography; and has ever ſince been defended by me as juſt 
except in the exceſs, ſignified by flying into a rage. My eye was fixe 

chiefly . of this reſentment, when I aſſured his Lordſhip, 
1 ting 


in communicating to him Sir Thomas's letter, that it ſnould not have gone 
through my hands to the preſs, had I obſerved any thing in it derogatory 
to his real merit. At the ſame time it muſt be obſerved in juſtice to Sir 
Thomas, that the inſinuated abuſe was evidently prompted by an indigna- 
tion againſt any thought ſo contrary to his deſire of ſuch an edition as ſhould- 
do honour to the memory of Shakeſpeare... os 


r muſt not omit to take notice that his Lordſhip dates the riſe 
of the quarrel ſome what later than the interview at Milden-hall; declar- 
ing that his reſentment at Sir Thomas's behaviour begun by a diſcovery of 
the Baronet's unffiẽndly deſign to publiſh the Critic's communicated emen- 
dations without his leave. Theſe jarring dates for the firſt riſe of that 
friend's reſentment, which gave birth to the quarrel, muſt neceſſarily reſt 
upon the evidence, internal and external, ene in the ſupport of each. 
The internal evidence, as it appears, particularly in this circumſtance, that 
the occaſion of the quarrel is 2 y aſſerted on one ſide, and not expli- 
citly denied on the other; and the external evidence, as it turns out upon a + 
due conſideration of the known characters of each party. e mean 
2 I mo” * 1 to ſee the ju 5 A e to his Lordſhip, for 

e truth of the Baronet's gflertipg his, ri property. in the Ctitic's 
communicated amen dien bed Bates as 1. — = original an- 


ſwer. 8 


But the concluſion of this par is not a little puzzling. I never” 
thought it, ſays his Lordſhip, worth while gfterwards to complain of this 
affair, but to the Biſhop of Condon . By what kind of reaſoning, logi- 
cal or moral, this aſſertion has been reconciled to Mr Pope's confeſſed 
knowledge of the affair, ſo early as the year 1742, is a myſtery which I. 
will not preſume to dive into. I ſee, indeed eaſily, how it may be conſiſt- 
ent with the advertiſement prefixed to the London edition of Sir Thomas 
Dr Sherlock was then Biſhop. of that See. 
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